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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to applicant's response filed on 2/21/07. Claims 1-9 are 
now pending in the present application. 



Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC j 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter^pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by Flint 
(US Pat. Number 5,825,353) in view of Awater (US 2001/0010689) and Applicant's 
admitted prior art (Figure 1). 

Regarding claim 5, Flint discloses an integrated computer telephony system 
comprising: 

at least one computer participating in a wireless computer network (see Figs. 4- 

5); 

a cordless phone base station bound to a telephone outlet through a cabled 
connection (see Fig. 5 and col. 5, line 44 - col. 6, line 8); and 

a wireless computer network adapter (Wireless Modem 209) and cordless 
handset circuit (Audio SP 42) both disposed in said at least one computer and 
configured to share common computing resources (processor 2) within said at least one 
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computer, said wireless network adapter establishing and maintaining data 
communications in said wireless network, said cordless handset circuit establishing and 
maintaining cordless telephony with said cordless phone base station (see Fig. 4 and 
col. 5, line 44 - col. 6, line 8); 

As to limitation regarding the wireless computer network adapter is configured to 
wirelessly communicate with a wireless computer network of computing devices 
coupled to one another via a wireless access point, it is noted that utilizing a lap-top 
computer with a wireless phone for communicating a wireless access point is known in 
the art as disclosed by Awater (see [0003, 0004, 001 1]), for providing a user a single 
device that can connect to a wireless local area network (wireless LAN) while in the 
work place, and can connect to a Public Switched Telephone Network (PSTN) when 
outside of the work place (i.e, at home). Since Flint does suggests a local area network 
and a PSTN (see col. 2, line 65 - col. 3, line 4), and also suggests a base station for 
controlling appliances and provide remote access to external networks (see Fig. 7 and 
col. 6, lines 9-24), one skilled in the art would recognize that the computer phone in Flint 
would be applicable to the system in Awater or to the prior art system as shown in Fig. 1 
of the specification as admitted by the Applicant as prior art and would work equally • 
well. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Flint to provide the computer phone in Flint with a 
wireless LAN access, thereby providing an access point as claimed, so that the 
computer phone can connect to a wireless local area network (wireless LAN) while in 
the work place. 
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Regarding claim 6, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 
5 above. In addition, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Flint so that the cordless handset transceiver and the 
wireless network adapter would transmit and receive data in different frequency 
spectrum as suggested by Awater (see [0034]), for allowing parallel operations or 
further reducing signal interferences. 

Regarding claim 7, the claim is interpreted and rejected for the same reason as 
set forth in claim 6 above. In addition, Flint would teach said wireless network adapter 
and said cordless handset circuit share common information transceiving circuitry with 
one another in a single personal computer device (see Flint, Fig. 4). 

Regarding claim 1 , the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 
5 above. In addition, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Flint so that the cordless handset transceiver and the 
wireless network adapter would transmit and receive data in a common frequency 
spectrum as suggested by Awater (see [0026, 0030]), for cost saving. Note that Flint 
and Awater as modified would teach a multiplexer/demultiplexer as claimed (see 
Awater, [0026, 0059] or Flint, Fig. 1 regarding switches SW-1, SW-2), for preventing 
both transceivers from transmitting/receiving at the same time, in order to reduce signal 
interferences (see Awater, [0030]). 

Regarding claim 2, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 
1 above. In addition, Flint and Awater as modified would teach the cordless handset 
transceiver comprises a further configuration for coupling to a central processing unit, 
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audio processing circuitry and power supply within a computing device shared with said 
wireless network adapter (see Flint, Fig. 4 and Awater, Fig. 6), noting that a power 
supply would be an inherent feature for the integrated mobile device, in order to provide 
power to function the device. 

Regarding claim 3, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 
1 above. In addition, as admitted by Applicant in Fig. 2 as prior art, it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to select the 2.4 
GHz or ISM frequency spectrum as a common frequency spectrum for the integrated 
mobile device, for utilizing advantages of the unlicensed spectrum in most countries 
including the US (see also Awater, [0003]). 

Regarding claim 4, the claim is interpreted and rejected for the same reason as 
set forth in claim 2 above. 

Regarding claims 8-9, the claims are interpreted and rejected for the same 
reason as set forth in claim 1 above. In addition, since utilizing a graphic user interface 
for conducting phone calls is well known in the art, it would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Flint for utilizing a graphic 
user interface as claimed, for providing a user enhanced features of the computer 
device. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-9 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

See the attached PTO-892. 

5. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(571 ) 273-8300 (for formal communications intended for entry) 
(571)-273-7893 (for informal or draft communications). 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Customer Service Window, 
Randolph Building, 401 Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Due M. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-7893, 
Monday-Thursday (9:00 AM - 5:00 PM). 

Or to Matthew Anderson (Supervisor) whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 

4177. 

Due M. Nguyen, P.E. 
Apr 16, 2007 




